Crucially, however, a close examination of materials from both collections reveals that they belong to different species. The collection Taquet 1494 includes plants in which the calyx teeth are blunt at apex, a character that lead us to conclude it really belongs to L. uniflorus Michaux (1803: 14) , whereas the collection Taquet 3104 shows clearly spine-tipped calyx teeth and it belongs indeed to L. coreanus.
On that basis, Mckean (1982) argued that the name L. coreanus should be rejected under Art. 70 of the Seattle Code (Stafleu et al. 1972) , and Li (1991) and Murata & Yamazaki (1993) agreed with his proposal. However, Art. 70 of the Seattle Code was removed at the Leningrad Congress on July, 1975 (Stafleu et al. 1978) . For that reason, Mckean (1982) should have invoked not to the Seattle Code but the Leningrad Code (Stafleu et al. 1978) . Besides, since 1978, any proposal to reject a name must be submitted to the General Committee (Stafleu et al. 1978 , McNeill et al. 2012 , which has to make a decision
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Phytotaxa 280 (1) © 2016 Magnolia Press • 79 about. However, Mckean (1982) did not submit any valid proposal for rejection of L. coreanus to the General Committee and therefore his 'rejection proposal' is not valid, the name L. coreanus being still available for use.
As mentioned above, syntypes of L. coreanus belong to two different taxa as currently accepted (Taquet 1494 to L. uniflorus and Taquet 3104 to L. coreanus, respectively). According to Art. 9A.4 of the ICN, when two or more heterogeneous elements were included in or cited with the original description or diagnosis of a name, a lectotype should be selected to preserve current usage of that name. Therefore, based on the information discussed before, we designate below the specimen Taquet 3104 at E as lectotype of L. coreanus, since it is not in conflict with the protologue and matches the current application of that name. 
Lectotype designation

